LAW  AND   THE   THING
the true nature and what appears as nature. The former is not
the same as the latter, and does not account for the appearance
of the latter. That is, it cannot explain why there is that appear-
ance at all. But of course, we understand the latter, however
imperfect that understanding may be, because of our idea of the
former. If this is all that the explanation of the one by the other
means, we may accept it.
Similarly, the view that philosophy tries mainly to give a
synoptic view of the universe is wrong. It may present some
picture of the universe. But that is not its chief aim. That reality
cannot be reconstructed by putting together the different aspects
which the sciences study, also shows that no complete synoptic
view of the universe is possible. The aim of every explanation,
whether scientific or philosophical, is chiefly to discover or point
to the ideal reality that is involved in our experience. This point
will be further cleared as we present the idealistic systems of
India, and will be developed in the Conclusion, in the light of
those systems. But we may note here that, as regards the aim of
explanation, there is no difference between science and meta-
physics. Only, the reality of the former is limited, and so is a
part or abstraction from a whole.
VIII
LAW  AND   THE   THING
This brief discussion of the nature of scientific explanation must
have already suggested to us that what we call the scientific law
is finally identical with the thing of which it is said to be the law.
Matter, for instance, is no longer what is given to our senses, but
ideal matter that is to answer certain laws. The laws are universal
propositions; and so matter now reduces itself to a set of universal
propositions. It is, in other words, a hypothesis, which is expressed
as one or more universal laws. But as this matter is not ordinary
matter that is given to our senses, but is what matter ought to
be, the law which is an expression of matter is also an Ought.
This conclusion is of course implied in our statement that the
matter of science is ideal matter. That is, the law now is not only
the truth but a norm. But as this matter is also to be regarded
as existent, because it is what makes sensible matter matter,
which would have been non-existent without it, existence is
therefore a norm and that a law. The final equating of law to
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